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October 30, 2003

* "4.5. Department of State
CA/OCSIPRI
Adoplion Regulations Docket Room, SA-29
2201 C Slreet, NW
Washinglon, DC 20620

Re: Adoplions- Proposed Hague Regulations
doclkel number Stale/AR-01/98

Te whom il may concern,

My wile and | are writing ol of deep concemn for all prospective parents planning to adopt in the
filure, As many other Connecticul Residents know, the adoption process is a long and arduous
one. Il is meani o be. I is designed for the protection of both prospective parents and children. |t
also works, There are many types of agencies to fit the needs of the communitias and families
thal they sarve.

For us, Thursday's Child is one of those agencies. We staried at a regional agency, and while
successful for some, it did not provide our family with the attention and support needed to
navigate through the adoption maze. The new attempts to “standardize” and make a "one size fits
all' process will surely diminish the opportunities for many families locally as well as nationally.

We would like to go on record In volcing our objections to these new proposed regulations. From
a practical viewpoint, the burden of accreditation, impaosition of single discipline (M3W)
evaluation, and the separation of home-study and post-placement activities wlill put the smaller
well qualifled agencies, such as Thursday's Child, at risk of elimination. This will not equalize the
playing field for adoptions and only favors the larger well capitalized institutional agencies. This
will undoubiedly add hundreds, if not thousands of dollars to &n already too expensive life choice.

We can only say in clesing that without Thursday’s Child and similar agencies, many families will
be denied access w chiidren waiiing for Tamilies and that is unconscionable. Please re-think
these proposed regulations and the impact thal it will have on all the lives of affectad families,

Sinr:erag.
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Craig, Michelle, and Madison Harper

Enfield, CT



